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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
the language in which it was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3 □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table relating thereto 
has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 

1 . The following document has not been furnished: 

M copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43£>/s.1 and 66.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43£>/s.1 and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

2. □ This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 

has been found invalid (Rules 43bisA and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. □ It has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim because a copy of the priority document 

was not available to the ISA at the time that the search was conducted (Rule 17.1). This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

4. Additional observations, if necessary: 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43fc/s.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 


2-29 




No: 


Claims 


1 


Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 






No: 


Claims 


1-29 


Industrial applicability (IA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-29 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING 

AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) PCT/US2004/0301 04 



Reference is made to the following documents: 

D1: US 2002/0039892 A1 
D2: US 5 999 81 1 A 



A. Citations and explanations made in respect of paragraph V : 

1 . Document D1 (see in particular abstract; paragraphs [0007] to [0009], [001 2] to 
[0014], [0022] to [0030] and [0036] to [0038]; Figures 1 to 3) discloses, in accor- 
dance with all the features of claim 1, a method of communications, comprising: 

receiving an origination request for a call (see in particular lines 4 to 6 of 
paragraph [0013]); 

selecting a communications network from a plurality of communications net- 
works (see in particular lines 1 to 4 and 8 to 10 of paragraph [0013]; see para- 
graph [0022]; see "AN 1" to "AN n" in Figure 1); 

accessing information to determine as a function of the origination request 
and the information that the call is allowed on the selected communications net- 
work (see in particular lines 8 to 1 1 in paragraph [0013]; paragraph [0030]; and 

originating the call over the selected communications network (see in parti- 
cular lines 11 to 1 2 of paragraph [0013]; see paragraphs [0037] to [0038]). 

The subject-matter of claim 1 therefore is not new, Article 33 (2) PCT. 

It should furthermore be noted that even if the Applicant intended to argue novelty 
of claim 1 , based on a slightly different interpretation of the features of claim 1 and 
those disclosed in document D1, the subject-matter of said claim would not 
involve an inventive step, Article 33 (3) PCT, having regard to the disclosure of 
document D1 and the normal knowledge of a person skilled in the art of multi- . 
network systems and corresponding call origination techniques. In this respect, 
reference is made to document D2 (see in particular abstract; column 2, line 66 to 
column 3, line 45; column 7, line 30 to column 9, line 13; Figures 1 to 3) which 
discloses a similar method of communications. 

2. The same considerations as made in above paragraph 1 relating to lack of inven- 
tive step of claim 1 are also valid for independent claim 10 since claim 10 is 
based on the same principle as claim 1 . 
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The only difference between said claims, ie. that in the method of claim 1 0 it is 
determined that the call is not allowed on the selected network and the call is 
prevented from being originated over said selected network, is also disclosed in 
document D2 (see in particular column 3, lines 2 to 6 and column 8, lines 55 to 67, 
taken in combination with column 3, lines 21 to 32). 

The subject-matter of claim 10 therefore does not involve an inventive step, 

Article 33 (3) PCT. 

3. Furthermore, the same considerations as made in above paragraphs 1 and 2 re- 
lating to lack of inventive step of respective claims 1 and 1 0 are also valid for 
independent claims 12, 21 and 29, since claims 12, 21 and 29 each are based 
on a combination of the features of said claims 1 and 10 in terms of claims rela- 
ting respectively to computer readable media (claim 12) and a communications 
device (claims 21 and 29). 

The subject-matter of claims 12, 21 and 29 therefore does not involve an inven- 
tive step, Article 33 (3) PCT. 

4. Dependent claims 2 to 9, 11, 13 to 20 and 22 to 28 do not contain any additi- 
onal features which, in combination with the features of any claim to which they 
refer, involve an inventive step for the reason that the subject-matter of said 
claims either is in principle directly derivable from the disclosure of document D1 
(for claims 2, 11, 13 and 22: see in particular paragraph [0036]; for claims 4, 15 
and 24: see in particular paragraph [0030]; for claims 5, 16 and 25: see in parti- 
cular paragraphs [0013] and [0030]; for claims 6 to 8, 17 to 19 and 26 to 28: see 
in particular paragraph [0038]; for claims 9 and 20: see in particular paragraphs 
[0013] and [0030]) or from a similar application disclosed in document D2 (for 
claims 3, 14 and 12: see in particular column 5, lines 37 to 40), or include minor 
technical details which represent general knowledge of the person skilled in the 
field of multi-network systems and corresponding call origination techniques. 

Dependent claims 2 to 9, 1 1 , 13 to 20 and 22 to 28 therefore do not meet the 
requirements of Article 33 (3) PCT. 



B„ Further remarks made in respect of the present application : 
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If the applicant opts to enter the PCT-II phase (examination phase) or a national/ 
regional phase, the following points should also be taken into consideration: 

1 . The various definitions of the communications device given in independent claims 
21 and 29 are such that the claims as a whole are not concise. Moreover, lack of 
clarity of the claims as a whole arises, since the plurality of independent claims 
makes it difficult, if not impossible, to determine the matter for which protection is 
sought, and places an undue burden on others seeking to establish the extent of 
the protection (see also PCT Guidelines, 5.42 and A5.42). 

Hence, the claims do not meet the requirements of Article 6 PCT. 

In order to overcome this objection, the claims should be recast to include only the 
minimum necessary number of independent claims in any one category, with 
dependent claims as appropriate (Rule 6.4 (a)-(c) PCT). 

In the present case it is considered appropriate to use only one independent 
claim relating to the communications device. 

2. To meet the requirements of Rule 6.3 (b) PCT, any independent claim should be 
correctly cast in the two-part form, with those features which in combination are 
part of the nearest prior art (eg. document D1) being placed in the preamble. 

3. Reference signs in parentheses should be inserted in all the claims to increase 
their intelligibility, Rule 6.2 (b) PCT. This applies both to the preamble and to the 
characterizing portion. 

4. To meet the requirements of Rule 5.1 (a) (ii) PCT, the documents D1 and D2, 
which represent a relevant state of the art with regard to the present invention, 
should be identified in the opening part of the description and the relevant 
background art disclosed therein should be briefly discussed. 

5. The opening part of the description - including the statement of the object/solution 
- should be brought into conformity with the wording of any new or amended 
independent claim(s), Rule 5.1 (a) (iii) PCT. 

6. The general statement "... incorporated by reference ..." in line 12 in paragraph 
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[0001] of the description is not clear. Therefore, either a short acknowledgement 
of the relevant subject-matter of the documents, to which said statement refers, 
should, in accordance with Article 34 (2) (b) PCT, be added to the description, or, 
if said documents are not relevant for the performance of the particular aspects of 
the invention to which said statement refers, said statement should be deleted 
(see also PCT Guidelines, 4.26). 

7. The general statements (ie. "... spirit ...") in line 2 on page 4 and in the last line on 
page 17 of the present description are not clear, and when used to interpret the 
claims renders them also unclear, contrary to Article 6 PCT. 
The statements therefore should be deleted (see PCT Guidelines, 5.30). 
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